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EXAMINER'S ANSWER 



This is in response to the appeal brief filed 1 1/20/2006 appealing from the Office action mailed 
2/1/2006. 
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(1) Real Party in Interest 

A statement identifying by name the real party in interest is contained in the brief. 

(2) Related Appeals and Interferences 

The examiner is not aware of any related appeals, interferences, or judicial proceedings 
which will directly affect or be directly affected by or have a bearing on the Board's decision in 
the pending appeal 

(3) Status of Claims 

The statement of the status of claims contained in the brief is correct. 

(4) Status of Amendments After Final 

The appellant's statement of the status of amendments after final rejection contained in 
the brief is correct. 

(5) Summary of Claimed Subject Matter 

The summary of claimed subject matter contained in the brief is correct. 

(6) Grounds of Rejection to be Reviewed on Appeal 

The appellant's statement of the grounds of rejection to be reviewed on appeal is correct. 



(7) Claims Appendix 
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The copy of the appealed claims contained in the Appendix to the brief is correct. 

(8) Evidence Relied Upon 

2003/0 1 1 5280 QUINE et al. 6-2003 

6,901,436 Schneider 5-2005 

(9) Grounds of Rejection 

The following ground(s) of rejection are applicable to the appealed claims: 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-7, 26-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Quine 
et al, US Publication Number 2003/1005280, hereinafter Quine, in views of Schneider, 
US Patent Number 6,90 1 ,436, hereinafter Schneider. 

3. Referring to claim 1 , Quine teaches a method for defining an electronic address (page 2 
[0012], figure 7), comprising: 

a. selecting a preferred domain name (page 2 [0012] lines 7-9); 

b. selecting a preferred address format (page 8 [0079] lines 9-12); 
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c. selecting one or more additional address formats in addition to the preferred 
address format (page 2 [0012] lines 3-5, page 8 [0079]); 

d. retaining the preferred domain name, the preferred address format, and the one or 
more additional address formats to define the electronic address (page 8 [0079] 
lines 12-13). 

Quine does not teach selecting one or more additional domain names in addition to 
the preferred address format, and retaining the one or more additional domain names. 

Schneider teaches additional selections of domain names are provided for registration 
(Col 16 lines 41-47.). 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the additional domain names for user selections 
because both Quine and Schneider teaches inventions relating to defining electronic 
addresses. 

A person with ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make the 
modification to Quine because having the multiple domain names available would allow 
potential registrant/entity to register a final selection from the valid domain names as 
taught by Schneider (Col 16 lines 41-47.) 

4. Referring to claim 2, Quine as modified teaches the method of claim 1, further 
comprising acquiring a text string associated with a preferred electronic address and 
retaining the text string to further define the electronic address (figure 7 [0079] data 
formats are presented in a various orders of text strings.) 

5. Referring to claim 3, Quine as modified teaches the method of claim 2, wherein in 
acquiring the text string, the text string is dynamically acquired from a directory object, 
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when present in the directory object (see figure 7, when a particular format is being 
selected, the real first name and last name are acquired dynamically to form the electronic 
address). 

6. Referring to claim 4, Quine as modified teaches the method of claim 2, wherein in 
acquiring the text string, the preferred electronic address is calculated from a directory 
(figure 7, preferred electronic address is calculated from the directory of first and last 
name.) 

7. Referring to claim 5, Quine as modified teaches the method of claim 1, wherein in 
selecting the preferred address format and the one or more additional address formats, the 
formats include one or more subcomponents (figure 7 [0079] format could be consisting 
first name and last name.) 

8. Referring to claim 6, Quine as modified teaches the method of claim 1, wherein in 
selecting the preferred address format and the one or more additional address formats, the 
one or more subcomponents are order independent within the preferred address format 
and the one or more allowable address formats (figure 7, formats list 701, subcomponent 
LAST is independent to subcomponent FIRST.) 

9. Referring to claim 7, Quine as modified teaches the method of claim 1, wherein in 
selecting the preferred address format and the one or more additional address formats, the 
preferred address format and the one or more additional address formats include one or 
more subcomponents, and wherein the one or more subcomponents include at least one of 
an electronic login name, an administrator defined identification, a first name, a last 
name, a middle initial, a middle name, and a nick name (see figure 7.) 

10. Referring to claim 26, Quine teaches a method comprising: 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/099,789 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2155 

a. assigning a domain with an electronic mail (email) definition (page 2 [0012] lines 
7-9, figure 7); 

b. assigning multiple prefix formats with the email definition (page 2 [0012] lines 7- 
9, figure 7); 

c. retaining the email definition, wherein any selected one of the multiple prefix 
formats when combined with any selected domain resolves to a same electronic 
address (page 8 [0079] lines 12-13). 

Quine does not teach selecting one or more additional domain names in addition to 
the preferred address format, and retaining the one or more additional domain names. 

Schneider teaches additional selections of domain names are provided for registration 
(Col 16 lines 41-47.). 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the additional domain names for user selections 
because both Quine and Schneider teaches inventions relating to defining electronic 
addresses. 

A person with ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to make the 
modification to Quine because having the multiple domain names available would allow 
potential registrant/entity to register a final selection from the valid domain names as 
taught by Schneider (Col 16 lines 41-47.) 
1 1 . Referring to claims 27-38, claims 27-39 encompass the same scope of the invention as 
that of the claim 1-7 and 26. Therefore, claim 27-38 are rejected for the same reason as 
the claims 1-7, and 26. 
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(10) Response to Argument 

Appellants argued in substance that: 

a. The proposed combination of Quine et al. (US Publication No. 2003/01 15280) in 
views of Schneider (US 6,901,436), lacks a teaching or suggestion of multiple 
address formats or multiple prefix formats for an email. Specially, Quine does 
not permit multiple prefix formats (page 11). 

b. The proposed combination also lacks a teaching or suggestion of a "preferred 
domain" (page 1 1 line 8). 

c. The proposed combination would have had no motivation because to do so would 
have resulted in multiple valid addresses each having a prefix editor offered in 
Quine. That is, there is no mapping or retention of a definition that maps multiple 
valid domains and prefixes to a single email definition for a user. 

In reply to argument (a), Quine does discloses in figure 7, page 8 paragraph [079], a list 
of multiple prefix formats for an email (the list under items 701 and 702 in figure 7 shows 
multiple sample addresses for user to select). Therefore appellant's argument (a) is not 
persuasive to the Examiner, since Quine does teach multiple address formats or multiple prefix 
formats for an email as disclosed in figure 7. 

In reply to argument (b), Quine disclosed a domain of "pg.com" (see figure 7), which is 
viewed as a "preferred domain name" and Schneider suggests in Col 16 lines 41-57, that when a 
valid domain name is available for the registration, the additional selection of available fictitious 
domain name may be concurrently displayed for an potential registrant to register a final 
selection from the valid or fictitious domain names. Therefore, Quine's valid domain name 
"pg.com" is viewed as a "preferred domain name" in the proposed combination. 
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In reply to argument (c), Quine alone teaches mapping for a definition that maps multiple 
valid prefixes to a single email definition for a user (see figure 7, item 701, multiple formats are 
provided with different arrangement of prefixes, e.g. first.last), and Schneider suggests that 
multiple domains (Col 16 lines 41-57, "example.new", "example.sitemap", etc.) could also be 
displayed for potential registrant to register a final selection. Therefore, the argument (c) is not 
persuasive. 

(11) Related Proceeding(s) Appendix 

No decision rendered by a court or the Board is identified by the examiner in the Related 
Appeals and Interferences section of this examiner's answer. 

For the above reasons, it is believed that the rejections should be sustained. 
Respectfully submitted, 
Liangche Alex Wang 
February 7, 2007 
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Lynne Browne 
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